
LIMITED SUBMISSION: GRANT PRE-PROPOSAL REVIEW FORM 
MSU OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

 
Proposer/PI Name:_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Solicitation Title/Agency: ________________________________________________________________ 
 
Internal pre-proposals will be reviewed based on the five criteria points listed below. 
 
Note to Reviewers: Please provide comments as an opportunity for proposers to improve the proposal for possible 

    future submissions. 
            SCORE 
 

1. Responsiveness to program objectives in agency solicitation?    ______  
COMMENTS:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Relevance to intellectual merit?       ______  
COMMENTS:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

3. Relevance to University’s broader plans/impacts?        ______  
(Impacts larger groups on campus, fits into strategic plans, etc. ) 
COMMENTS:  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

4. Competitiveness: Likelihood of funding by agency?     ______ 
(Proposal team qualifications, well written proposal, etc.) 
COMMENTS:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Compliance to RFP?         ______ 
(Matching/cost share plans, partnering requirements, etc.) 
COMMENTS:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

      TOTAL SCORE    ______ 
          
 
GENERAL COMMENTS: 
 
 
 
 
 
Please use the following scoring system based on the descriptions associated with each score. 
 
Score of 4 – Excellent: There are major strengths contained in the response to the criteria. This rating applies to a 
response that can be overall characterized as very likely to lead to the development of a high quality proposal. 
 
Score of 3 - Good: Strengths outweigh weaknesses. This rating applies to a response that contains a number of strengths. 
There are weaknesses but, neither singly nor collectively, are they likely to adversely impact the development and 
operation of a high quality proposal. 
 
 

Score of 2 – Fair: Some important weaknesses. This rating applies to a response that contains some strengths, but the 
weaknesses are likely to adversely impact the development and operation of a high quality proposal. 
 
 

Score of 1 – Inadequate/Unsatisfactory: Major weaknesses outweigh any strengths. This rating applies to a response 
that contains a number of weaknesses that are likely to adversely impact the development and operation of a high quality 
proposal. 


